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THE ISSUE OF LIFE AND DEATH
By HAMILTON HOLT
President of Rollins College

FORWARD-TO THE PAST?
By

RABBI MORRISS. LAZARON

of Baltimore, Maryland

FOREWORD
The world is in the throes of great turmoil, the outcome of which is beyond prediction. Event follows event with confusing rapidity.
A college must "seek truth wherever
truth is found and follow truth wherever
truth may lead." Under President Holt's
leadership, Rollins College is trying to
achieve this ideal.
On May 26 and June 2 the students of
Rollins were privileged to hear two sermons, each by a great thinker, one seeking
truth, the other trying to follow truth.
Young and old alike are facing issues
which cannot be avoided - issues which
demand decision. The Rollins College
Bulletin is printing these two timely sermons in the hope that each in its way may
help youth and age, but especially youth,
to recognize Truth and follow it to the
enthronement of Right.
W. S. A.

THE ISSUE OF LIFE AND DEATH
By

HAMILTON HOLT

President of Rollins College

A sermon delivered to the students at the Sunday Chapel
Service, May 26, 1940

of Rollins, my talk this morning is to
you. My talk is not only to my "academic
sons," but my "academic daughters," for no
longer are wars waged by armies of men fighting
against opposing armies of men, but by whole populations fighting whole populations. You women
may not be on the battle lines, but you must play
your part hereafter in any war America ever goes
into. You will be in uniforms. You will have the
somewhat novel experience of having to do what
you are told.
I have stood on the chancel of this temple, dedicated to youth and consecrated to God, each fall at
the opening of college, and with the new members
of the faculty have taken an oath to seek truth
wherever truth is found and follow truth wherever
truth may lead. Seeking truth is mental; following
truth is moral.
I ask you this morning to seek truth with me on
the great issue of war and peace confronting us, and
then as it is given you to see the truth, to follow
truth wherever it leads, whether it be to a fuller life,
or a brave death.
I gather from the student poll taken a day or two
ago that the majority of Rollins students would keep
our Country out of the dire conflagration now raging
thruout the world and precipitating the nations to
the brink of the abyss, and that unless the United
States were invaded or threatened with invasion,
many of you would not fight. If this is based on
conscientious objection to the use of force, or a
reasoned conviction of the futility of war in general,
and this war in particular, as an instrument of national or international progress, I can do naught
but respect your sincerity and admire your idealism.
But if it is based on a failure to learn the lessons of
history or an incapacity to see the moral differences
between the issues at stake, then I respect neither
your -intellectual processes nor your powers to differentiate between right and wrong. I take no
stock, however, in the charge that you would avoid
fighting to save your skins. Courage you have in
common with the brutes and cowardice is a libel
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on youth. Whatever defects youth has, cowardice
is not one of them.
Students of Rollins, you are the most favored
youth on the face of the globe. You are sovereign
citizens in the greatest and now the most powerful
Democracy on earth. When our forefathers met in
Independence Hall a century and a half ago, they
took no counsel of cowardice, but mutually pledged
their lives, their fortunes, and their sacred honor to
the document they framed. And what happened?
The United States of America happened. And
what was that document that brought forth the
United States and under which the United States
has grown and thrived for a century and a half? It
was the Constitution from which all our rights are
derived. And what are those rights? They include
among other things the right of free assembly, the
right of a free press, and I presume radio, the right
of free speech, the right of free worship, the right
of majority rule, the right of equality before the
law, the right to carry arms so dictators may not
deprive us of these rights. What are our duties
under these rights? Are they not to exercise them
with wisdom, justice and courage, or as the Athenian youth covenanted when he took the famous
Athenian Oath of Citizenship which I have so often
read to you, to defend these rights, whether alone or
with many?
We have the right, therefore, to be Republicans,
Democrats or Socialists, Catholics, Jews or Protestants, Pacifists or Militarists, Reactionaries, Conservatives, Liberals or Radicals, etc. The only
things we cannot do are to violate the rules, regulations and procedures prescribed by the Constitution,
and even the Constitution itself can be amended,
provided we do it peacefully and by due process of
law.
It must be evident, therefore, that under the
Constitution you can assemble, speak and vote to
the end that the United States should or should not
go into this war. You can assemble, speak and
vote that the United States can increase, decrease
or abandon its preparedness program. You can
assemble, speak or vote that the United States can
go into, affiliate with, or keep out of a Federation,
Confederation, Union or Alliance of all nations
or some nations, formed now or hereafter to obtain
greater security, progress and peace, or anything
else.
You can, in short, organize, propagandize, and
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have your say on the great issues of war and peace.,
provided you do it under the rules of the Constitution.
Now I realize that all I have said so far is elementary. I make no apology, however, for reiterating these rights of free American youths since
these rights have in whole or part been taken away
in other countries, and they may conceivably be
taken away here, if the Democracies lose the war
and if you refuse to defend and preserve them.
But duties are greater than rights. What are
your duties in these times that again try men's
souls? The answer, I think, is found in your attitude regarding the use of force, whether moral or
physical.
Are you prepared to take the consequences of
never using physical force and putting your faith
in meekness, justice, mercy and love ? Or will you
use physical force and, if so, will you use every kind
of physical force or only certain kinds? Let us
consider these alternatives.
A complete reliance on moral force precludes the
use of physical force. Such an attitude means nonphysical resistance to physical force. It is termed
non-resistance. Non-resistance is both positive and
negative. In its positive aspect it is always noble
and at times sublime. In its negative aspect it is
usually craven and ineffective. If you let a gangster
murder your friend when the only way to save the
friend is to kill the gangster, then you have taken
the responsibility upon yourself of bringing death
upon your friend in preference to bringing death
upon the criminal, and you may be judged as having done so solely to save your skin. Thus you have
not laid down your life for your friend, which Jesus
says is the greatest of all manifestations of love, but
you are indirectly, if not directly, the cause of his
murder. If there is much moral difference between
murder by omission and murder by commission, I
do not know it.
Non-resistance as a positive force may be the
glorification of love as the supreme way of life and
may bring good that can be achieved in no other
way. "If your own courage is great enough," says
Gandhi, "there is no force on earth that can withstand you." For nearly two thousand years Jesus
has stood virtually alone, saying, "Love your enemies, bless them that curse you, do good to them
that hate you." Men and women as individuals
have heeded His words, but never in the annals of
5

history has an entire nation accepted His teaching.
"Unreservedly devoted to His mission," as Renan
has said, "Jesus subordinated everything to it to
such a degree that towards the end of His life the
universe no longer existed for Him. It was by this
access of heroic will that He conquered Heaven."
But He did not conquer the earth and has not yet an earth inhabited by mankind, selfish and superior
to the animal only in that his selfishness is more
reflective. Thus Jesus himself failed, if by failure
is meant He did not in the end overcome evil with
good. Even His ineffable love did not suffice to
move His enemies, for He was forced on the cross
and murdered. Tho He lost His life on earth, He
found it eternally, for the light of His love has illumined the world ever since. But He is right. In
the end love must conquer all.
So I say to you, if you have a measure of the spirit
of love of Jesus, or Socrates, or Gandhi, you may
win but it may cost you your life. No man can tell.
If, however, you have not the spirit of the saint, the
courage of the hero or the self-immolation of the
martyr, then with the overwhelming majority of
mankind you must use force when all else fails or
submit to those who have no scruples against using
it.
There are two things in this world that ever have
and I presume ever w1ll produce results on human
beings. One is the appeal to physical force. The
other is the appeal to reason. You can take a man
by the scruff of the neck and threaten to kill him
if he does not act, and he will act, or you can appeal
to his reason and enlighten him, or to his heart and
inspire him. You will get results either way. The
peace movement would substitute the appeal to
reason for the appeal to force in those affairs that
men wish conducted. But when reason fails, as now,
mankind falls back on the appeal to force.
I find most of the confusion in regard to the function of physical force is due to the failure to perceive
that force may be used in three different ways, each
with a distinct moral connotation:
1. Force used for attack sion.

called aggres-

2. Force used to repel attack fense.

called de-

3. Force used to enthrone reason police force.
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called

Aggression is usually if not invariably bad. It
means the imposition of one's will on another without the other being heard in his own defense. This
kind of force has long since been outlawed in all
individual and group relations, except in the international, tho it exists even there in the moribund
Briand-Kellogg Pact. I would advise every Rollins
student to refuse to fight when he was convinced
his country was engaged in a wanton war of aggression. I have no patience with that patriotism
which would support one's country right or wrong.
But one must be prepared to face imprisonment and
possibly death if one takes such a course.
Defense must continue as long as the danger of
aggression threatens. At worst, defense is a necessary evil; at best, a glorious duty. I advise every
Rollins student to defend his country at all hazards
and costs - tho I know such advice would never
be necessary. For who more than American youth
has higher ideals of liberty to cherish, and who more
than you, therefore, have better reasons for seeing
that freedom shall not perish from the earth.
Police force is wholly good, for it is the final sanction in an imperfect world upon which law and order
depends. The policeman uses the minimum amount
of force to bring the culprit before the law, which
then takes its normal course. This is far different
from the function of a battleship. "A battleship,"
as Theodore Roosevelt has said, "uses the maximum
amount of force to pound the enemy into insensibility." Reason plays no part in this procedure.
I would myself gladly fight, urge my sons to fight
or you students to fight in an international police
force, to bring a culprit nation before an international Court or international Assembly of a League
of Nations or of any practical "Union Now," or
Union Later. That would simply be the employment of a necessary sanction to enthrone international law, which we had a part in creating and
a duty of maintaining as a member of a League or
Association.
During the first World War I was too old to
enlist, but I spent the bulk of my time helping to
frame and actually to set up such an international
association. Altho we prevailed upon Woodrow
Wilson to take the lead in the establishment of the
League of Nations, our isolationist senators kept
the United States out, largely, I have always
claimed, thru politics and ignorance. But whatever
the explanation was, the fact remains that America
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was not ready to take part in a League to agree
in advance to preserve each member state against
external aggression.
The nations that did join the League, however,
failed to live up to their covenants to preserve each
other from external aggression, for they refused to
act when Japan invaded China, Italy raped Ethiopia, Russia attacked Finland, or Germany brutally
crushed unoffending Austria, Czechoslovakia, Poland, Denmark, Norway, Holland and Belgium.
Had we not abandoned the League and had all the
members lived up to their pledges, we should doubtless be hearing only the singing of the larks in Flanders fields today, and not the roar of the cannon
and the moans of the dying.
You are not confronted with the problem of whether to enlist in a war of aggression at this moment,
for should the United States enter this war, it would
never be as an aggressor, wanton or otherwise. Nor
can you enlist in an international police force to
maintain international law and order under the
political organization of the world, for we belong
to no such political organization. The only kind of
force you need consider at this moment is the force
used to repel attack, which we call defense. But
sometimes the best defense is offense. Sometimes
the best defense is anticipating offense. The question, therefore, before you is, does the best defense
of America require us to enter the war sooner or
later on the side of the Allies, or to take the risk of
their defeat and wait for the possibility of an aggression against us.
The chief argument for our entry on the Allied
side is this, namely, the best defense against the
spread of totalitarianism to the New World is to
fight while we will have the Allies to fight shoulder
to shoulder with us. Or shall we take the risk of a
German-Italian-Russian-Japanese victory and then
wait to see if they will actually attack us. We may
reasonably differ which of these courses is the wiser
to adopt and pursue. That you must decide for
yourselves in the light of truth as you see it. But
in either case we should do all we can in the way of
national preparedness so that, whichever alternative
ensues, the United States will have the best chance
of self-preservation.
But it has been said again and again, let us keep
out of the war where we can do little good and then
let us come to the peace table and with the weight
of our prestige lead in the establishment of a just
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and lasting peace and a new world order. This
sounds plausible and it may come to pass. Certainly if England and France win, there will be an enlightened element in the British and French population that will want to invite us to the peace table,
but one doubts whether we will be universally welcome if during the struggle when the fate of civilization hung in the balance we enriched ourselves
by selling them goods on the cash and carry basis.
We shall certainly hear Uncle Sam referred to as
"Uncle Shylock" if we go to the peace table and
try to dictate a peace for which we have made no
sacrifices or shed no blood. If, however, Germany
wins, there is not the ghost of a show that they
would pay any attention to us in making the terms
of peace, especially since they will be well aware
of our unfriendly attitude to the Nazi regime and
philosophy during the war.
So I say to all of you: Support your government
in its present preparedness program and then either
do what you can to hasten or retard our entrance into
the present war or keep us completely out of it, according to your conscience and reason. But never
make the mistake of thinking that mere military
preparedness will solve the issues of war and peace.
Adequate preparedness for all nations is a mathematical and physical impossibility. It means as a
permanent world policy bankruptcy to all save the
strongest, and moral bankruptcy to that one.
You and I must never cease working until the
statesmen of the world politically organize the world
so that nations may achieve progress and peace
thru the agencies of courts, parliaments and executives. You and I must never cease working until
such a political union of nations is backed up by
every sanction, moral, economic and military. And
if I may hazard a guess, we have the military sanction at hand, for evidently the control of the air
in the future will control the world. Put, therefore,
an international air force behind any league or association our statesmen establish. But until our
statesmen have the vision, unselfishness and will to
act, and leave the generals and admirals to run the
world, we must accept the situation as it is and support our admirals and generals in their preparedness program even tho it foists on our people a
species of militarism and all the evils and dangers
of war attending it.
So I say to all of you: First support your government in its preparedness program, and then either
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do what you can to hasten our entrance into the
war or keep us completely out of the war, according
to your conscience and reason.
But I feel it important to say this: Do not allow
yourselves as liberty-loving and liberty-exercising
Americans to be persuaded that this is a war of
which America should wash its hands, and a
plague on both houses. Do not for a moment accept the propaganda that has been flooding this
country since 1918 that we entered the last war at
the direction of Wall Street and if we enter this
war it will be for no worthier motive. Do not for
a moment accept the propaganda that this is an
imperialistic war for spoils in which each side is
equally guilty. Do not accept for a moment the
propaganda that it will make no difference to the
peoples within or beyond the belligerent nations
whether totalitarianism or democracy wins.
It is true there is much that is beautiful, great
and good in the German Kultur. A nation that can
produce the operas of Wagner, the prose and poetry
of Goethe and Heine, the fairy tales of Grimm has
all civilization in its debt. When the boys of the
American Expeditionary Force in the last war were
billeted in French homes and then after the Armistice in German homes, they liked the German family
life on the whole better than the French and, if I
am not mistaken, they took for their brides more
frauleins than mademoiselles.
On the other hand, today no German has liberty
such as you and I enjoy and are exercising this
very minute. There is no free press, no free speech
in Germany. All persons, property, business and
labor - intellectual and physical - are under government supervision and direction. Every attempt
has been made to paganize the Christian Church.
No Turkish program against the Armenians has
been more brutal and savage than Hitler's persecution of the Jews. All assemblies and organizations where public opinion may be generated are
unlawful. The people exist for the State, not the
State for the people. It is absolutism at the top and
slavery at the bottom. And Hitler is now forcing
the sacrifices and death of millions of the German
people, in order that he may overrun the world, not
to extend liberty and prosperity to the conquered
peoples, but to control, exploit and steal their land,
their wealth and their labor. It is the lust of materialism run mad.
I am sure every good American will hope and pray
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that our beloved country will not be drawn into
the maelstrom that now threatens to put civilization
back into the Dark Ages. I am sure that every good
American will wish to keep one great nation·, at least,
free at the end of the war, and ready, strong and
willing to hold aloft the torch of liberty and enlightenment in the prevailing chaos and gloom, and to
play the Good Samaritan to the stricken peoples of
the world.
To be able to play such a role in history is worth,
I believe, all the risks involved. We shall doubtless
be persecuted for righteousness' sake, and men shall
revile us and say all manner of evil things against
us. But if we can nevertheless save America from
what Thomas Jefferson called "the greatest scourge
of mankind" and then at the peace table help to
bind up the war's wounds, we shall not have stood
aloof in vain. Blessed are the peacemakers for they
shall be called the children of God.
But as we must admit there is good in Germany,
so we must admit there is bad in France and Brit~in.
They have conquered nations by the sword in upbuilding their vast empires, some parts of which
are still held only by force. Their history like the
history of all peoples - including our own - is
not free from blots that no casuistical skill can condone. But with all their faults and shortcomings
both France and England have always fostered
liberty and freedom, both at home and abroad. If
they win the war, I believe they will extend that
liberty even to Germany. They will cooperate with
all the stricken sobered peoples of the earth and
start again to rear a new and better civilization on
the ashes of the old.
If Germany wins, however, there will be no international equality or liberty - no friendly hand of
brotherhood extended. If England and France do
not actually suffer economic as well as political extinction as Poland has, they will be pretty close
to it. Note the fate of Poland up to the present.
In modern warfare a victorious nation may have
seized navies, ammunition, war supplies, goyernment property and levied indemnities and taxes,
but the victor would leave private property in the
hands of the individual conquered inhabitant. In
Poland the farmer, the shopkeeper, the householder
were ordered to evacuate on a stated day, taking no
property with them, and then a German citizen or
family moved in. The Polish citizen, if not taken
to a concentration camp to be half starved or shot,
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would be put under enforced labor as an expatriate
in a distant land. If Germany wins, there may be
no France or England.
And now, students of Rollins, I admit my generation has made a botch of things. But tho you may
blame us and revile us, that will not get you anywhere. Age is for wisdom. Youth is for action. That
must always be so. In war by the very nature of
the case youth must make the greater sacrifices, and
unless you are ready to face death for your convictions, you run the risk of being supplanted by those
who do not fear to take the risk, and even then you
may lose your cause and your lives, for, alas, war
does not determine who is right but who is strongest. In fact all war does is to accomplish results
that men want accomplished and when reason fails
there is nothing left but the recourse to force.
So the heart of the question is, is there anything
worth dying for? That each man must decide for
himself. So in times of war, prepare for peace,
keep love in your hearts for all mankind, even if
you have to resort to force. Keep out of a fight if
you can, but if you go in, the shortest way out is
forward, not backward.
And now in conclusion, please note that I have
expressed no opinion of what your duties should be
in this the greatest crisis that has ever confronted
you. I have merely tried to state the problem as
clearly and sincerely as I can. I respect the integrity of your minds. I have no fear you will lack
courage to follow truth when once you apprehend it.
It may be that before you return to Rollins next fall
--or even before you leave here next week - events
will have transpired which will affect the human race
and its destiny for generations to come. What the
future holds in store for us, no living man can tell.
So I say to you one and all, keep calm. Inquire,
ask, study, weigh, compare, imagine, ponder, think.
Then having found truth, act with all the courage
you possess, or refuse to act if your conscience so
dictates. Thus you will be worthy of all that is best
in your manhood and your womanhood, your college and your country.
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FORWARD -TO THE PAST?
By

RABBI MORRIS S. LAZARON
of Baltimore, Maryland

A Baccalaureate Sermon delivered to the students of Rollins
College, June 2, 1940

shall I say to you, what can I say to
you young people ? It is not easy to talk to
youth today. I cannot tell you what they told
me when I graduated on a hot June day in 1909:
all you need to do is to work hard; success will meet
you round the corner; the world is yours ! I cannot
speak to you pious platitudes nor utter cliches of
golden phrases about youth and life, our country
and the world. You are too sophisticated and we
are all too sober for such words to sit well.
College life is over for most of you. Serious
thoughts intrude upon your gratification in work
done. Your eagerness to "get going" is tempered
perhaps by uncertainty as you face the tragic splendor of a world in combat. You know you are a part
of that world. You know that our country is a part
of that world. You know that your future and the
future of the nation cannot be isolated from the fate
of that world. What shall I say to you?
When I was very young I used to wish that I
had lived in the days of the War of Independence
when men were men and great issues were at stake.
I remember I used to dream of what I would do and
imagined mysel.f in all sorts of heroic situations
which a boy's mind can conjure. We live in such
a time. You are about to go from the shrine of
the academy out into the struggle. The difference
between today and yesteryear is one of both degree
and extent.
All periods are periods of uncertainty and change
and challenge. But there come moments in history
when the tempo is speeded up; when the area is extended, when the achievements of the past, having
crystallized both good and bad, meet the creative
forces which are at the heart of life and will not
be denied. These are the forces which break into
the present with catastrophic power. Established
order is challenged, injustices long borne wreak
their vengeance in revolution, man's rejection of the
rules of the game, his denial of the principles of his
own existence bring into play the re-creative forces.
Perhaps pain is the therapy which the divine phy-
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s1cian and teacher uses in the revelation and promotion of His plan.
By this I do not mean to glorify war. I mean
that the experience of the race has revealed certain
basic ideals as part of the very texture of life. I
mean that the rejection of those ideals by man
brings inevitable retribution.
In a real sense, what is taking place today is another chapter in the story of man's quest for authority. We are so framed that we need to yield
loyalty to some law, both as individuals and as nations. Because of this need, man created the systems under which he lives; in his quest for authority
he evolved political forms, economic organizations
and religious patterns. Ever and again came periods when authority was destroyed, stability lost and
certainty fled. They were periods of revolution.
Such is the character of our times.
We are told that the political system of democracy
is decadent; that our economic system has committed suicide; that our religious heritage is self-deception and delusion. The new revelation of totalitarianism- Fascist-Communist-Nazi-must replace
them. And there are those among us who are not
so sure but that this might be true! Stability, security, cert~inty - in politics, economics and religion - are offered us. How precious they appear
amid the chaos of the present. But let us beware.
There are dangers from without the nation but
there are dangers within the nation too. Subtle
dangers. The flank attack that challenges the very
foundations of democracy. Parachutists who come
upon us in the night of our hesitation and worry,
fighters in the dark who would undermine our confidence in ourselves by discrediting the freedom and
integrity of the human spirit, raiders who question
the ability of men to choose wisely and with discrimination. They are much more dangerous because
they assault the very foundations of democracy:
man's belief in himself, in the dignity and worth
of his life because he is linked with God. They
would set up an authoritarianism of the spirit which
is just as inadmissible to freemen as the tyrannies
of politics and economics. The present attack on
liberal education is but one example of the methods
employed by these enemies of our own household.
Such authoritarianism violates the sanctions of human personality and whether it be imposed in the
field of economics, politics or religion is a return
14

to the past. They who cry out for it ask us to move
forward - to the past!
Shall discontent with the present status of democracy, with the shortcomings of our economic system, with the apparent breakdown of faith and religion leave us no alternative save but to move forward to the political, economic and religious authoritarianisms of the past? There is an alternative authority; an authority which has been won through
tears and sacrifice and the blood of martyrs; an
authority we have held in too little esteem. It is
the authority of the free human spirit in an autonomous moral order. This authority of the liberated yet disciplined mind has wrested from all the
tyrants of the past new areas of achievement, has
opened new and larger horizons, has broken many
shackles and set slaves free. It has given man a
sense of indignation at wrong, has fortified his will
to make right that which is wrong. It has deepened
his sense of social obligation. It has glorified his
instinct for compassion. At times of emergency it
has voluntarily relinquished its prerogatives and
pooled its powers for the general good. It has been
expressed in the political, economic and religious
organizations of the world. Its free expression has
modified some of those organizations, discarded others and created new ones. The authority of this disciplined yet liberated mind of man must be increasingly expressed in the politics, economics and religion of today. No dictatorship of individual or
party or group or nation or race can supplant the
authority of the free mind. It is autonomous. It
does not derive from force ruthlessly used or from
ignorance wilfully imposed. It derives from God.
Freedom may go under for a while. It rises again
in the passion of men to claim its dominance of the
human soul. That is the challenge of our times!
The real difference between us and the doubters
of democracy is that they accept as hopeless the possibility of man to achieve renewal and revival. They
ask us to try what has been tested and found wanting. We've got to hold on to all that we know and
dream of the true, the good and the beautiful.
We've got to win a new sense of life's dignity and
the responsibility and worth of a man under God.
We've got to write this knowledge and these dre,ams
into human relations.
From the day when man began to think critically,
he has given himself to a consideration of how to
change things as they are and fashion them to fit
15

his dream of how they should be. Isaiah and Joshua,
as they trod the ancient Palestinian hills centuries
ago, kindled fires of aspiration for a just and humane social order which have never been quenched
in our western world. From Plato to More, Bellamy, Streit, Wells and Bingham, the age-old quest
has lifted human spirits to deathless hope in the possibilities of human existence on this earth. We are
in that tradition, the tradition of all that is noblest
in our civilization. We are the last links in that
tradition. It will not, it shall not die with us.
The world is facing a strange, corrupting and
terrible force. Wickham Steed describes it as "a
conscious and deliberate revolt of Germanism
against the freedom of the human personality alike
in its religious, social and political forms." Carlton J. H. Hayes, distinguished historian at Columbia, summarized the contemporary challenge in
a paper before the American Historical Society as
follows: "It is a revolt against the moderation and
proportion of classical Greece, against the order and
legality of ancient Rome, against the righteousness
and justice of the Hebrew prophets, against the
charity and mercy and peace of Christ .... against
the enlightenment, the reason and the humanitarianism of the 18th century, against the liberal democracy of the 19th century ... Backward to primitive
barbarism or onward to conscienceless utopia, that
seems to be the choice of goals of the great contemporary revolt." If anyone is led to question
these appraisals, it might be well to note that
Rauschning's recent volume, "The Voice of Destruction", is not only history but prophecy and fulfillment.
Last year a popular song caught the public fancy,
"Wishing Will Make It So". The haunting, sinuous melody of the piece seemed to anaesthetize the
rational faculty and lift it to that realm of fantasy
where lotus eaters dwell. When I was a lad, I
was taught that "if wishes were horses, beggars
might ride". We seem to be attacked today by
troops of cavalry riding their wish-horses of isolation. Britain rode those steeds of Araby in 1931 to
Manchukuo. She rode them to Burgos. She rode
them to Ethiopia. She rode them to Munich. They
have led to Oslo, to Rotterdam and Flanders Fields.
Tomorrow the path may lead to Suez and Gibraltar.
I do not believe this is just another of Europe's
wars. I do not believe this is only a war between
two imperialisms. I believe they who say so are
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blandly naive. They are the conscious or unwitting
agents of those to whose advantage it is that we
should live in a fool's paradise. For myself, I
cannot view with complacency the reduction to impotence of the British and French peoples. The
quality of life they represent is my way of life.
Those great peoples and empires would be the
first to declare that they have failed to realize all
the professions of their high principles. But I agree
with Lord Halifax who said in an address two
months ago to the youth of Oxford : "The broad record of the British race stands to be judged on
facts that are incontestable. It is the fact that during the nineteenth century when the power of Britain was unchallenged, there was no nation in
Europe that felt for that reason insecure or that
did not recognize British power to be an instrument
of peace . . . . The future of humanity must not
be left in the hands of those who would imprison
or enslave it."
Though I respect their convictions and would defend their right to voice them, I cannot be a pacifist.
When evil invokes force to achieve its aims, it is
only by force that it can be overcome. Every experience of the last ten years testifies to that truth.
To fail to use such powers as we possess in such a
struggle is to doom to destruction the most cherished
ideals of our civilization. If there is a community
of interest among dictators, certainly there is a
community of interest among the democracies.
It was easy to say "Never again!" Now that the
legions of hate and brutality are battering at the
walls of civilization, they who said this are not so
sure.
I have often asked myself during these disillusioning latter years, when the tragic drama of conflict was working toward its bloody present crisis
and it was sure that war would come again: Did the
nation do right in joining the Allies in 1917? Invariably I have said: Feeling as we did then, we
were unable to do anything else.
And what did we feel then? We felt that everything that was sacred to us in life was not only
soiled but assaulted, beaten down, stood in very
danger of destruction. The feeling was authentic,
genuine, overpowering, irresistible. And nothing
that was revealed in later discussions changed our
conviction that Germany in 1914 was civilization's
enemy number one.
There are times when men and peoples have to
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take a stand. The Right is never secure. It has
always to be defended. The struggle for it is
persistent and never ends till hope and faith die
in the hearts of men and men have ceased to dream.
What we have to bear in mind now is this: the
possibility of a German victory. What we must
squarely face is this: the effect of a German victory.
The reception accorded the President's message
indicates that the American people know what is
going on. Only the blind or the partisan voiced
apprehension or opposition. Conceivably he might
have gone further. But the Administration can go
no faster than an awakened public opinion will support it. The implication of his message, however,
is clear: the defeat of the British and the French
would not only be a threat to the integrity of this
country but a challenge to our freedom and our
way of life. We must help them in every way.
We know the sort of world totalitarianism would
bring. We know it is not the kind of world we
want. What sort of world do we want? We want
a world which respects the sanctity of individual
and nation and which creates instrumentalities to
maintain that respect. We want the kind of a
world which offers to the individ1tal: civil and
political rights without regard to race, creed or
color; economic security - that is, the removal of
the threat of unemployment, an increasing measure
of leisure and education and opportunity for their
enjoyment; freedom of conscience and religion. We
want that world not for ourselves alone but for the
German, Italian, Russian and Japanese peoples as
well. We want the kind of a world which offers
to the nation: integrity of its boundaries; its political, economic and cultural independence - these
to be guaranteed by acknowledgment of international law, recognized and accepted in the political
and economic fields and implemented by a league of
free peoples. We want this kind of a world not for
ourselves alone but for the German, Italian, Russian and Japanese peoples as well. We want the
kind of a world in which peace has a chance to
endure, and the youth of the world to work and
live; a world which accepts justice and compassion
as spiritual values that are real, because we believe
that "the work of righteousness is peace and the
effect of righteousness, quiet and confidence forever."
But that world will not come to us as a gift. We
shall have to work for it and sacrifice for it.
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Meanwhile - your life counts. What you do
and think count!
Remember the poem of James Stephens, "What
Thomas an Buile Said in a Pub"?
"I saw God. Do you doubt it?
Do you dare to doubt it?
I saw the Almighty Man. His hand
Was resting on a mountain, and
He looked upon the world and all about it:
I saw Him plainer than you see me now,
You mustn't doubt it.
"He was not satisfied;
His look was all dissatisfied.
His beard swung on a wind far out of sight
Behind the world's curve, and there was light
Most fearful from His forehead, and He
sighed,
'That star went always wrong, and from the
start
I was dissatisfied.'
"He lifted up His hand I say He heaved a dreadful hand
Over the spinning earth, then I said, 'Stay,
You must not strike it, God; I'm in the way;
And I will never move from where I stand.'
He said, 'Dear child, I feared that you were
dead,'
And stayed His hand.''
Each generation has to break the shackles of the
past which bind it to the outworn and the useless.
But its job is not done when that is done. It must
learn to forge new shackles for itself. Each generation has to find its own authority within itself, in
its sense of need, in its longing for justice and for
human brotherhood. It has to seek and struggle for
them in its own way. The weapons of the struggle
change with time and the years. But the ideals are
changeless principles on which to build and goals
towards which we work. They represent the deathless in man and that which links him to the divine.
As long as man can be indignant at wrong and misery and brutality; as long as man can know friendship, sense beauty and aspire to love, these principles
are real.
Let not the events of the time overwhelm you,
cynicize you. There's a balance in things and when
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the evil attacks, the good girds its loins. You've
work to do. We all have work to do. We need
what you can throw into the struggle - your fresh
enthusiasm, your new approaches, your unquenchable optimism, your unspoiled faith in your own
powers, your imagination, the lift of your youthful
dreams. We need you. You need us, our experience. And we shall mingle our weariness with your
strength, our experience and caution with your
dauntless courage as together holding the ramparts
till the tumult dies, we go forth together to build
the good society.
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